Attorney Docket No. 020505 PATENT 
REMARKS 

It is believed that this Amendment, in conjunction with the following remarks, place the 
application in immediate condition for allowance or at least presents the claims in better form for 
consideration on Appeal . Accordingly, entry of this Amendment and favorable consideration of 
the application are respectfully requested in view of the foregoing amendments and the following 
remarks. Claims 1-21 are pending in the present application. Claims 1, 10 and 19 are 
independent claims. Claims 20 and 21 are added by this Amendment. 

35 U.S.C 102(b) 

Claims 1-5, 9-14, 18 and 19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 102(b) as being anticipated by 
US Patent No. 5,8 1 5,795 f/iwaP). Applicant respectfully traverses this art grounds of rej ecti on. 

tawa is directed to an oscil lation detecting system for a wireless repeater. Iwai is 
directed to a standard repeater that includes circuitry to amplify a wireless signal. The 
Examiner's "Response to Arguments" section points out that Iwai is directed to "an oscillation, 
detecting apparatus for detecting that a wireless repeater is oscillating, and a wireless repeater 
having an ability to detect its own oscillation" (See Column 1, lines 7-15 of Iwai). However, as 
will be discussed below, iwai's repeater does not detect oscillation based on wireless 
communication signals processed at a wireless communication device circuit. 

Joes o'ctc, is njKuk'i < >v tllonon tins, J an wt,' i < % I k not j» oi csscd u n cicss 
>,' mi [[canon j n '■■ 

Iwai's repeater detects and processes the envelope of the output signal of the repeater to 
determine if the repeater is in oscillation, as described in Iwai with respect to FIG. 4. With 
regard to FIG. 4 of Iwai, Iwai states the following: 
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The oscillation detecting apparatus 1 is shown in FIG. 4 as comprising a band-pass filter 
14 besides the envelope detector 1 1 and the low pass filer 12. lhe • ;; elope derectorjjjs 
designed e a I and piodiKt. an em t th s i 

envelope .detecioi i I nun. be con-dueu-d so l>e a d<. tcejuoducio ! ' % '^elsmuai 

it 1 i i \ \ Irtude.ofih fpuj Specifically, I 

signal is increased when the amplitude of the output signal is increased. Conversely, the 
power level signal is decreased when the amplitude of the output signal is decreased. The 
power level signal may be not necessarily direct proportional to the amplitude of the 
output signal . For example, the power level signal may be formed on the basis of the 
tl through square detection technic] ! i pond 
the em eiopt A t k ytp.y.1 si; n il but if desired the powe? level signal may be a signal 
showing fluctuation of a physical value that is representative of intensity of the output 
signal. 

(Emphasis ackkd) (See Column ~. lines 4-?? of hvau 
In view of the excerpted portion of Iwai produced above, the repeater of Iwai merely 
receives, amplifies, and re-transmits received signals, and uses the envelope of the output signal 
to determine an oscillation condition. In other words, the oscillating detecting apparatus 11 
determines when the output power level of the repeater is above a threshold, and if so, 
determines that the repeater is in oscillation. Thus, the content of t he wi rejess com m unicatipn 
najj i\ irrelevant and no processing is performed on these signals at flu rej eaty beca s< 
tin yctj i . < i > u p rajiis i 1 lv.con.sid 1 < ' ' 1 1 h ^ ' o< , ! i i tei 

Because Iwai determines oscillation based only on the amplitude of the repeater's output 
signal. Applicant respectfully submits that Iwai cannot disclose or suggest "using the 
communication signals processed at the wireless communication device circuit to determine if 
the repeater system is in oscillation" as presently recited in independent claim 1 and similarly 
recited in independent claims 10 and 19. Again, the wireless communication signals routed 
through Iwai's repeater are not used by the oscillation detecting apparatus 1 1 to determine 
anything (the> are simpl> amplified and re-transmitted) and t < csj I a tiory detecting apj tu 
11. consi der ;s only enyel ope amp j j tude. As will be appreciated, using the amplitude of the entire 
envelope cannot be considered to be the same thing as using actual communication signals that 
are processed at a communication device. 
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In view of the above remarks. Appl icant respectfully submits that Iwai cannot disclose or 
suggest "using the communication signals processed at the wireless communication device 
circuit to determine if the repeater .system is in oscillation" as recited in independent claim 1 and 
similarly recited in independent claims 1.0 and 19. 

As such, claims 2-9 and 11-18, dependent upon independent claims 1 and 10, 
respectively, are likewise allowable over Iwai at least for the reasons given above with respect, to 
independent claims 1 and 10, respectively 

Vj ' i l ii h ,?(/,/' I 20 

Further, new claim 20 has been added which recites the limitation "wherein the using 
step uses the ratio of energy of a chip of a pilot signal to total interference (Ec/Io) obtained from 
the processed communication signals to determine if the repeater system is in oscillation.' 1 

As dise^ 

oscillation, but rathe r detects oscillation baaed on envelop e - uj from the 

repeater. 

Accordingly, Applicant respectfully requests that the Examiner allow claim 20, 
dependent upon independent claim I , for at least this additional reason. 

Cliiim .2 and. Vi kd claim 21 

In the prior response. Applicant argued that the features of claim 2 were not taught or 
suggested by Iwai. The Examiner responded that "Iwai teaches an oscillation detecting 
apparatus for detecting an oscillation of a wireless repeater intervening between a base station 
and a mobile station brought in communication with each other through a time division multiple 
access system, said wireless repeater being operated to produce an input signal (establishing a 
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call) based on a radio wave transmitted from one of said base station and said mobile station, and 
amplify said input signal to produce an output signal to either base station or mobile station.'" 3 
Applicant respectfully submit, that any reasonable interpretation of hvai does not teach 
establishing a call from the wireless communication device circuit to a base station, as recited in 
claim 2. Instead, as noted by the Examiner above, Iwai merely amplifies an "input signal to 
produce an output signal to either base station or mobile station" thereby merely amplifying and 
relaying call information between a mobile station and a base station. 

Further, new claim 21 has been added which recites the limitation "wherein the call is 
initiated from the wireless communication device circuit."' As discussed above, iwai does not 
disclose or suggest a wireless communication device circuit embedded in the repeater and 
clearly, no call is initiated from the wireless communication device circuit in the repeater. 

Accordingly, Applicant respectfully requests that the Examiner allow claims 2 and 21, 
dependent upon independent claim .1 , for at least this additional reason. 

In view of the above remarks, Applicant respectfully submits that each of claims 1-20 are 
allowable over Iwai. Applicant respectfully requests that the Examiner withdraw this art 
grounds of rejection. 

35 U.S.C. 103(a) 

Claims 6-9 and 15-18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Iwai In view of US Publication No. 2004024858 1 ("Seki"). Applicant respectfully traverses this 
art grounds of rejection. 

Initially, Applicant agrees with the Examiner in that Iwai fails to disclose or suggest 
"wherein using the wireless communication device circuit comprises: obtaining signal to noise 

' Final Office Action dated i 1/2/2007, page 6. 
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ratio value to measure the signal quality" (Page 3 of the Office Action) and "wherein using the 
wireless communication device circuit comprises: receiving at least one closed loop power 
control command from the base station" (Page 4 of the Office Action). The Examiner alleges, 
however, that Seki discloses these particular deficiencies of Iwai. However, even assuming for 
the moment that the Examiner is correct with regard to the teachings of Seki, and further that an 
adequate rationale for combining Seki and Iwai is present (which Applicant does not admit). 
Applicant respectfully submits that, a review of Seki indicates that Seki fails to cure the 
suggestion and disclosure deficiencies of Iwai with respect to independent claims I and 10 as 
discussed above. 

As such, claims 6-9 and 15-18, dependent upon independent claims 1 and 10, 
respectively, are likewise allowable over Iwai in view of Seki at least for the reasons given 
above with respect to independent claims 1 and 1.0. 

Applicant respectfully requests that the Examiner withdraw this art grounds of rejection, 
Reconsideration and issuance of the present application is respectfully requested. 

Conehision 

In view of the foregoing amendments and remarks, it is respectfully submitted that, the 
application is in condition for allowance. If the Examiner believes that any additional changes 
would place the application in better condition for allowance, the Examiner is invited to contact 
the undersigned attorney, at the telephone number listed below. 
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■ „ < wt Authorization 

To the extent necessary, a petition for an extension of time under 37 C.F.R, 1 , 136 is 
hereby made. Please charge any fees or overpayments that may be due with this response to 
Deposit Account No. 1 7-0026. 

Respectfully .submitted, 
QUALCOMN1 Incorporated 

Dated. January 16, 2008 By: ...Amda .G,Gimdmpn/ 

Linda G. Gunderson, Reg. No. 46,341 
Attorney for Applicant 
5775 Morehouse Drwe 
San Diego, CA 92121-1714 
Phone: 858-651-7351 



12 



